
FAITH  PRESBYTERIAN  CHURCH                                     April 14, 2019 
  
PALM/PASSION SUNDAY 
 
RECOLLECTING OURSELVES FOR WORSHIP 
 Music (please use this time for quiet and reflection) 
 Gong [followed by silence] 
 Call to Worship – Luke 19:28-40 
 Hymn – 90 [Ride On! Ride on in Majesty!] 

Opening Prayer 
 
OUR  HUMANNESS  AND  GOD’S  GRACE 

Call to Confession 
Unison Prayer of Confession 

 
 Gracious God, when it comes to relating to you, I have it in my 
mind that the weight of relating falls on my shoulders.  I am the 
one who is to be active in seeking you.  The reality is that relating 
to you is only one of many tasks I am charged with accomplishing, 
and I find I am overloaded by the too-muchness of these tasks.  
Relating to you is often assigned a low priority and is frequently 
put off until another time when there is more time and free time.  
Surprisingly, I do not feel like apologizing for this.  In fact, I find I 
am relieved by admitting it.  That I am relieved catches my 
attention, and suggests to me that the awareness that I do not 
feel like relating to you might be you relating to me, seeking to 
invite me to relax, to be less active in seeking you and more open 
to receiving from you. 
 
 Personal Prayer of Confession in Silence 
 Assurance of Pardon 
 
LISTENING  FOR  THE  WORD  OF  GOD 
 Story for the Children 
 Scripture – Luke 22:14—23:56 
 Prompting 
 Silence and Reflection 

RESPONDING  TO  THE  WORD  OF  GOD 
 Hymn – 92 [Beneath the Cross of Jesus] 
 Announcements 
 Minute for Mission 
 Our Gifts and Offerings 
 
   Praise God from whom all blessings flow; 
   Praise Christ all creatures here below; 
   Praise Holy Spirit, Comforter; 
   One God, Triune, whom we adore.  Amen. 
  
 The Prayers of the People and Lord’s Prayer 
   Our Father in heaven, 
    hallowed be your name, 
    your kingdom come, 
    your will be done, 
     on earth as it is in heaven. 
   Give us today our daily bread. 
   Forgive us our sins 
    as we forgive those who sin against us. 
   Save us in the time of trial 
    and deliver us from evil. 
   For the kingdom, the power, and the glory are yours 
    now and forever.  Amen. 
 
GOING  OUT – to serve, to journey, to live the word 
 Hymn – 98 [O Sacred Head, Now Wounded] 
 Charge and Benediction 
  



CALENDAR  OF  EVENTS 
TODAY   10:00  Worship and Church School 
     11:00  Coffee and Fellowship 
     11:20  Conversation 
MONDAY    1:00  Centering Prayer, at Church 
 

Lectionary Readings from Cycle C for April 21, 2019 
Acts 10:34-43 or Isaiah 65:17-25; Psalm 118:1-2, 14-24; 

1 Corinthians 15:19-26 or Acts 10:34-43; 
John 20:1-18 or Luke 24:1-12. 

F.Y.I. 
 Next Sunday is Easter Sunday. If you can loan us an Easter Lily, 
please bring it next week. 
 Our regular potluck lunch would have fallen on Easter Sunday, 
which is next Sunday, so we will move it to the following Sunday, 
April 28th.  Plan to stay and bring some food to share.  We will 
celebrate Olwen’s 100th birthday. 
 We will receive the One Great Hour of Sharing offering on 
Easter Sunday, April 21st.  Envelopes are available today. 
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Palm/Passion Sunday (Luke 22:14—23:56) 
 There are four atonement theories that state the belief that the 
relationship between God and humans is open and functioning. Each 

explains how this came about [see the article “Atonement Theories 
and Reading the Passion Narratives” appended to this bulletin]. 
 The theory to which I am drawn is known as the “Acceptance” 
theory, which states that the relationship between God and humans is 
open and functioning because God chooses to have it that way. Most 
atonement theories presume a “fall from grace” [an original goodness 
or wholeness which was lost]; that fall/loss must be compensated for 
in some way, and the theory explains how that compensation occurs. 
In the Acceptance theory a “fall from grace” may be presumed but is 
not necessary. God continuously and relentlessly draws us toward a 
state of grace/goodness/wholeness by making us increasingly more 
conscious of not possessing them, and then initiating and sustaining 
the mental and emotional integration of that reality as the way to 
modify it. This involves living differently from the way we were raised 
where we find out what is wrong with us and then fix it; this involves 
noticing how the truth of us is revealed, and then responding to God’s 
unpacking that truth as the way to comprehend it, which will alter it. 
 The reading for today is Luke’s version of the Passion Narratives. 
From the point of view of the Acceptance theory, what these narratives 
depict is the kind of experiences that come to us as God discloses what 
is true of us and then unpacks that truth with us, thereby changing our 
life by expanding our participation in our life. The judgment, betrayal, 
denial, pain and death described as occurring to Jesus are illustrative 
of the kinds of internal experiences that will come to us as God 
discloses us to ourselves and helps us integrate what is revealed. 
Whatever in us resists this expansion of our life will act toward us in 
way the Passion Narratives describe. Through it all, God will interact 
with us by helping us absorb the feelings and keep perspective on what 
is happening to us. 
 It is important to remember that the experiences described in the 
Passion Narratives are one step on the way to a life characterized by 
increased grace, goodness and/or wholeness towards which God is 
leading us. It is a necessary step in that going through it reveals to us 
the frightened and insecure elements of our personality which are 
largely hidden from us yet need to be included in our experience of our 
self.                [Jim Robie, 4-12-19] 
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Palm/Passion Sunday (Luke 22:14—23:56) 
 The reading for this Sunday is the Passion Narrative from Luke. 
This article is not about the reading itself, but about the context 
from which we read and approach the reading. Luke’s narrative 
was written at a time, and in a thought-world, where it was 
generally believed that the world had been created “good,” 
including that the relationship between God and humans was 
functional, personal and intimate, but had fallen from that state 
because of human disobedience, and therefore the connection 
between humans and God was fractured. Also, there was fairly 
widespread agreement that punishment in the form of suffering 
was required to rectify the consequences of human disobedience. 
It was the belief of the early church that God had chosen to inhabit 
human life, and in the form of a human being undertook the 
suffering required to offset the brokenness caused by human 
disobedience. Luke’s Passion Narrative was written against the 
backdrop of these “convictions” or “assumptions,” and was written 
in such a way as to make it clear that what was required to offset 
the consequences of human disobedience had been satisfied. The 
narrative is written as though it is history, but in reality, it is an 
interpretation of history; or better, a statement of faith regarding 
the meaning of certain historical events. The narrative in Luke is an 
elaboration of the events of Jesus’ death, written in such a way as 
to illustrate and give credence to the claim that the brokenness 
caused by human disobedience had been rectified, and it was now 
possible for God and humans to interact directly. In our tradition 
there are several ways to explain how the barrier between God and 
humans was removed, each one emphasizing different elements of 
the narrative, but the important point is that the barrier has been 
removed. 

In our thought-world the barrier between God and humans is 
experienced as the sense of isolation, alienation and disconnection 
that pervades our personal lives and culture. We need to read 
Luke’s narrative in a way that makes it easier to focus on the same 
truth that he was attempting to express—the barrier between God 

and humans has been removed and interaction with God is not only 
offered to us but is always occurring. 
 To do this I suggest we use the narrative as Luke has written it 
and read it as a metaphor describing objectively the experiences 
that come to us subjectively as God goes about the work of 
redeeming and saving us. “Redemption” is recovering the 
ownership of something that has been lost; internally, redemption 
would involve the recovery of different elements of our life which 
are no longer available to us because they have been moved out of 
our consciousness. The recovery of these requires that material in 
our unconscious be made available to our awareness so that it can 
be assimilated and integrated. Staying with the central Christian 
idea that God has chosen to inhabit our life with us, God has taken 
up residence within us, something we experience as the operation 
of the cognitive functions that operate in us [thinking, feeling, 
analyzing, problem solving, intuition, imagination, memory, etc.]. 
Through the operation of these functions, God introduces 
unconscious material to our awareness so that it can be slowly 
owned and embraced as our own [this would be redemption as an 
internal event]. The way we see and relate to ourselves changes as 
what has been lost to our awareness is recovered, and as this 
assimilation happens our life becomes a more accurate expression 
of who we actually are as compared to who we were taught we 
should be. The effort that is spent making certain that we are who 
we should be diminishes, and as a result we are kept safe from 
wearing out by the effort to be someone we are not [this would be 
salvation as an internal event]. The operation of these internal 
processes is how our isolation, alienation and disconnection are 
rectified. 

We experience this ongoing work of “redemption and salvation” 
internally as what would be called “passion.” “Passion” is defined as 
“a powerful emotion such as love, joy, hatred, or anger;” it has the 
verb “to suffer” as its root. Strong’s Concordance says that the 
Greek word translated as “suffer” is a word meaning “to have 
intense experiences (usually painful).” Our experience of the 
ongoing work of redemption and salvation is the presence of 
“intense experiences” that are usually painful, not in the sense of 



being agonizing, but more in the sense of making us uncomfortable 
and ill-at-ease. 

Another way to say this is to describe our experience of God as 
a tension between 1) whatever in our life needs to keep our life the 
same by keeping things out of our awareness, and 2) God as the 
advocate for what needs to enter our awareness and be 
assimilated/integrated. These two internal realities conflict 
continually as God works constantly to have things register in our 
awareness, and as different parts of us work to keep them out. 
Through this back and forth, more of who we are is disclosed to us 
and is eventually owned by us. If we read Luke’s objective narrative 
as a metaphor for what happens subjectively, his description is 
fairly accurate. The same betrayal, judgment, violence and 
destruction Luke describes as being done to Jesus historically also 
describes how the work God does within us is treated in the 
present. As God goes about the work of redemption, the different 
parts of us that do not want anything recovered betray, judge and 
violently destroy the work that is God. Ultimately, the work that is 
God is overcome, and our experience of this is as the removal of 
what has been working its way into our awareness [Good Friday]. 

That this conflict takes place within us is the sign that the barrier 
between God and us has been removed. The intense experiences 
that come with this tension are a sign of the presence of God, and 
an indication that the work of redemption and salvation is 
proceeding. This tension, which commonly exists in all of us, is 
usually interpreted as a sign of the absence of God. To understand 
it as a sign of the presence of God, an indication that the 
connection to and with God is open and functioning, is truly good 
news.  
 It is important to remember that this drama takes place within 
us and is done for us. Mostly it is done out of our awareness and 
the only indication we have of this occurring are the “intense 
experiences” that come to us.  In this drama we are the receivers, 
not the actors. We do not wage the conflict; we feel it and seek to 
be aware of it and in it, to watch it and understand it. This is not a 
conflict we win, but it is a conflict from which we benefit. 
Understanding this should relieve us. The integration of material 

from our unconscious is not a burden we have to carry; it is 
something we watch for and try to feel, as best we can. 
 Most of us were taught that the events described in the Passion 
Narratives are a mistake, and that Jesus should not have been 
treated as he was. This misses the point. Unless the conflict that the 
Passion Narratives highlight occurs, material in our unconscious will 
remain there and will not be integrated by us. The events described 
in the Passion Narrative are a necessity. 

[Jim Robie, 4-12-19, Palm/Passion Sunday, Cycle C, Luke 22:14—23:56] 
 

Atonement Theories and Reading the Passion Narratives 
 The early church recorded the account of the passion of Jesus.  
It is found in the following Gospels and chapters: Matthew 26-27, 
Mark 14-15, Luke 22-23 and John 18-19.  Each version of this 
account describes what happened to Jesus that ended in his 
crucifixion and death.  The early church recorded the account 
because it believed that the separation between God and human 
beings had been bridged, and what the account depicts, illustrates 
or describes is related to how that reconciliation occurred or 
occurs. 
 A theory that explains how this occurs is called an “atonement 
theory.”  Atonement means “amends or reparation made for an 
injury or wrong”.  An atonement theory explains how faults or 
errors are removed or repaired and “at-one-ment” or 
reconciliation is brought about. 
 The earliest church did not have a conscious, formal theory to 
explain how this occurred.  At this time the general understanding 
was that at death all souls entered Hell. This was the punishment 
for the sin committed by Adam and Eve in eating the fruit of the 
tree of the knowledge of good and evil in the garden of Eden. By 
the 3rd century this general understanding had been worked into 
an actual theory called the Ransom Theory.  It is associated with 
Origin.  The Ransom Theory describes how God tricks Satan into 
taking God’s Son into hell.  Once in hell the Son was able to use his 
goodness and power to break Satan’s hold on the inhabitants of 
hell and win their release.  In this theory the death of Jesus was 
necessary; how he died was not so important. Upon his death 
Jesus was taken into Hell by the devil, and once there he could 



work our release.  In this theory, atonement is achieved by God’s 
Son, was achieved in the past, and is effective in the future, at the 
“resurrection of the dead.” 
 As time moved on and the human psyche changed, other 
theories were needed.  In the 11th century a second theory arose, 
called the Satisfaction Theory, developed by Anselm of 
Canterbury. In this theory the requirement that sin be punished 
so that the demands of justice are satisfied, that requirement is 
met by God, who in the form of Jesus as the Son of God sacrifices 
himself, thereby undergoing the punishment necessary to pay the 
price for our sin.  This is also known as “substitutionary 
atonement:” Jesus substitutes for us by paying the price we 
should pay.  Once the price is paid then reconciliation can and 
does occur.  This theory offers an explanation for the suffering 
and death of Jesus as being required by what justice demanded.  
Atonement is achieved in the past and is effective in the present 
and future as we live in accordance with the law, the will, and the 
guidance of God. 
 In the 12th century another theory appeared called the Moral 
Influence Theory, developed by Peter Abelard.  In this theory the 
way Jesus faces and embraces his life and death demonstrates 
how God and humanity reconcile.  Jesus is an example for the rest 
of humanity to imitate, and by our following that example in the 
way we live reconciliation with God is achieved.  This theory sees 
the suffering and death of Jesus as a paradigm exhibiting how we 
are to be involved in and cooperate with the work God is doing to 
reconcile with the world.  In this theory, atonement is achieved on 
an ongoing basis in the present by the efforts we make to live as 
Jesus demonstrated. 
 In the 13th century yet another theory appears, known as the 
Acceptance Theory developed by theologians John Duns Scotus 
and William of Ockham.  In this theory atonement is achieved by 
an arbitrary choice made by God to simply accept and welcome us 
as we are.  This theory is best expressed in the different stories of 
the incarnation where God simply chooses to inhabit our life with 
us and work within us to bring about reconciliation with ourselves 
and between ourselves and others.  The pivotal point here is that 

God chooses to reconcile with us and achieves this by inhabiting 
our life and working within us in the present.  From the point of 
view of this theory, the passion stories display the lengths to which 
God goes and what God endures in the struggle to bring about our 
reconciliation with ourselves.  In this theory atonement is always 
available and is something we participate in by cooperating with 
the work God does within us to reconcile us with ourselves and 
others. 
 Depending on which of these theories a person is drawn 
toward, the meaning of the passion narratives will be different and 
what is important in the narratives will change.  If we are drawn 
toward the Ransom Theory, the fact that Jesus died will be 
important, but not so much how he died.  If we are drawn to the 
Satisfaction Theory, the suffering Jesus endured on the way to his 
death, as well as his death itself, will be very important.  If we are 
drawn to the Moral Influence Theory, how Jesus lived and how he 
embraced his death will be important since that can induce a 
similar response of self-giving from us.  If we are drawn to the 
Acceptance Theory, the passion stories will illustrate how much 
God will embrace to remain united with us in whatever comes to 
us, always working to reconcile us to ourselves and the rest of the 
created order. 
 It is important to remember that the meaning of the Passion 
Narratives comes from us and is not found in the text itself.  The 
texts give us details as to what happened that led up to the death 
of Jesus.  What those events mean is related to our own 
psychology, and what our psychology demands in order for us to 
feel at-one with ourselves and God.  It is not that one of these 
theories is true and the others false, but that one of them [or 
elements of one or two of them] will fit better and draw us toward 
it, and depending on which that is the passion narratives will have 
a particular meaning and will express certain very meaningful 
things. 

[Jim Robie, 4-12-19] 
 


